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AttHovucH THE NEW Rurxs of the Supreme Court profess to 
consolidate the great mass of pre-existing rules of court, 
we observe that the Chancery Orders relating to schemes of 
arrangement under the Railway Companies Act, 1867, are not 
included. The orders referred to are those of January 24, 1868, 
consisting of thirty-six rules and three schedules. By the Rules of 
the Supreme Court of April, 1880, rules 21 to 28, both inclusive, 
of the Rules of January 24, 1868, were annulled, and two 
rules were then substituted for those annulled. These two rules 
will be found reproduced in ord. 61, rr. 10 and 11, of the new 
rules, but the practitioner will have to search elsewhere if he 
desires to know the terms of rules 1 to 20, and 29 to 36, and the 
schedules of the Chancery Orders of January 24, 1868, which still 
remain in force. We may add that the Chancery Orders of March 
21, 1868, relating to reduction of capital under the Companies 
Act, 1867, and the Chancery Order of April 29, 1869, relating to 
schemes for the liquidation of companies under the Liquidation 
ae 1868, are also not embodied in or annulled by, the new Rules 
of Court. 





PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS recently issued enable an answer to be 
given to the question how far the civil administration of justice 
in the High Court of Justice is self-supporting. It appears that 
for the year ending on the 31st of March last the receipts and 
payments in the various branches of that court were as follows :— 
In the Chancery Division the receipts amounted to £211,112, and 
the expenditure to £288,748, including retiring annuities of 
judges, and pensions, &c., to officers. Inthe Queen’s Bench Division 
the receipts were £111,842, and the expenditure £204,423, in- 
cluding compensations and superannuation allowances. In the Pro- 
bate and Divorce Division the receipts amounted to £134,719, and 
the expenditure to £164,530, including compensations and superan- 
nuations. The receipts in the Admiralty Division amounted to 
£7,559, and the expenditure to £17,167, including also com- 
pensations and superannuations. The receipts in the district 
registries of the High Court amounted to £22,250, and the 
expenditure to £16,710. Thus we find that the total receipts of 
all divisions of the High Court amounted to £487,482, and the 
expenditure to £691,578 ; showing an excess of expenditure over 
receipts of £204,096, or, after deducting compensations and superan- 
nuations, of £73,404. It will be interesting to see whetherthe new 
table of fees of court, which is understood to be in course of 
preparation, will be framed on such a scale as to make up this 
deficiency. 





Ir arrrars from the correspondence with which we have been 
favoured in reference to the question raised by our correspondent 
last week—whether any sottled practice has yet been established 
throughout the country as to the remuneration of the solicitor for 
conducting a sale by auction—that, outside Lancashire, no uniform 
practice has been adopted, and that even in the same district most 
diverse practices prevail. In Lancashire alone is there uniformity. 
There the Liv 1 custom, on which the Remuneration Order was 
based, is page ‘9 adopted. The auctioneer, who is usually a mere 
“ pulpiteer,” gets his small fixed fee, and the solicitor receives the 
scale commission for conducting the sale. In many of Gloucester- 
shire, the practice recommended by the Law Society of that county 
of agreeing with the auctioneer on each sale for a fixed payment, 
calculated according to a scale published by the society, is adopted. 
Further west, in Bristol and Cornwall, the diffloulty is usually met 
by retaining the old practice of throwing the payment of the 
auctioneer on the eae er 
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months ago we reported a meeting of the Cornish solicitors, at 
which resolutions were proposed against the practice of charging the 
purchaser with a contract fee to the vendor’s solicitor, and a fee or 
commission to the auctioneer “for his trouble.” We understand, 
however, that, although the solicitor’s contract fee is gradually 
dying away, the auctioneer’s fee is still generally kept up. As to 
the practice in London, it is difficult to speak with anything like 
certainty. The information which has reached us as to the practice 
in several offices transacting an extensive conveyancing business 
would lead to the conclusion that—at all events, in the case of large 
sales—payment of the auctioneer by a fixed sum ascertained between 
the solicitor and the auctioneer in reference to each sale is becoming 
somewhat common, but it is obvious that the practice in such 
eases affords little evidence of the practice in the greater number of 
offices where sales by auction are not so frequent. 





In THE CURRENT NUMBER Of the Zaw Reports there is a report 
of acase of Mostyn v. Lancaster (L. R. 23 Ch. D. 583), recently 
decided by the Court of Appeal, which is remarkable, among other 
things, for the severely literal construction which the court has put 
upon a power to grant mining leases. The will under which the 
question arose contained several powers of leasing, all exerciseable 
by successive tenants for life. The first was a power to lease for 
twenty-one years, at the best rent and without taking a fine. The 
second was a power “to grant any lease . . . of any mines 
ormine . or of any parcel or parcels of land for the pur- 
pose of digging for, winning, or gaining any ore, &c., for such 
terms or number of years and under and subject to such rents or 
reservations and agreements as to such tenant for life . . . 
shall seem reasonable and proper.” Then followed a power to grant 
building leases, at the best rent and without taking a fine. The 
tenant for life, having granted a term of ninety-nine years in the 
mines at a peppercorn rent by way of mortgage, converted the 
mortgage money to his own use, and this has been held by Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon and the Court of Appeal to be within the terms 
of the above-cited power to + mining leases. For our own 
part, we have always thought that testators ought to be held to 
mean what they say, and if Lord Sr. Leoxarps’ remark in Sheehy 
v. Lord Muskerry (1 Ll. & G., temp. Sugd., at p. 225), that 
‘courts of law and equity have very often been mis-spending their 
time in seeking to introduce qualifications where parties have used 
general expressions, and not taken the trouble to explain the inten- 
tion to use them in a restricted sense,” had always been acted 
upon, the result would have been both less litigation and perhaps 
also more clearness in the expression of testators’ intentions. But, 
unfortunately, judges have not always adopted this view, and it is 
not unlikely that the decision in Mostyn v. Lancaster may seem to 
many persons to be rather hard to the remaindermen, who are 
naturally inclined to press the improbability of the core that 
the testator meant to enable the tenant for life, if it should to 
him seem “ reasonable and proper,” to dispose absolutely of the 
mines for his own private benefit, by means of a power which is 
wedged sandwich-like between two others showing with indisput- 
able clearness a very different intention. 





WE comMENTED some time ago on the rac gpa ted by the 


Urban Sanitary Authority of the City of us 
lands, acquired by them under their special pon, ay Act for 
the purpose of street improvements, under itions of sale 


cluding the purchasers from requiring any title to be shown, and 

requiring any covenants for title, or any covenant or acknowledg- 
ment for production of deeds. It may be remembered that in 1881, 
in view of an intended sale by the Authority of surplus lands 
under these conditions, a meeting of the Bristol solicitors was held, 


It will be remembered that some ' at which resolutions were unanimously passed pointing out the 
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evils attending this practice, and suggesting that if the Authority 
did not adopt the usual practice of furnishing an abstract, they 
should accept the responsibility of the titles which they refused to 
disclose by giving an absolute covenant for the protection 
of the purchaser. These resolutions having heen advertised 
in the local journals, the Authority obtained an injunc- 
tion restraining further advertisements until after the sale, 
but on the expiration of the injunction they gave notice of discon- 
tinuance of the action, and paid the defendants’ costs. Another 
sale of surplus lands under the like conditions was advertised to take 
place on Wednesday last, and the Bristol Incorporated Law Society 
inserted in the local papers another advertisement setting forth 
the resolutions and explaining the danger incurred by purchasers. 
An injunction was again obtained from the Vacation Judge against 
continuing the publication of the advertisement until after the sale. 
We have not heard whether the course taken by the Authority on 
the previous occasion after the sale has again been followed. It 
would be interesting to have the opinion of the court upon the question 
whether a public body, in the position of trustees for ratepayers, 
are justified in selling surplus lands under unnecessary special con- 
ditions calculated to depreciate the sale and to deter persons from 
bidding. It appears that the Authority rely on the provision of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, s. 124, which enables them, 
after they have entered on any lands which, under the provisions of 
their special Act, they are authorized to purchase, ‘‘ and which 
shall be permanently required for the purposes of the special Act,” 
if they have through mistake or inadvertence failed to purchase or 
pay compensation for any estate, &c., in such lands, to pur- 
chase the same, and to remain in undisturbed possession of the 
lands. It would seem to be obvious that this provision cannot apply 
to surplus lands, which are necessarily not ‘‘ permanently required 
for the purposes of the special Act’’; and so it is stated Mr. 
Wotsreynoime has advised. 





Tue Rerven of the Receipts and Expenditure of the Paymaster- 
General on behalf of the Chancery Division, which, up to the 
autumn of 1881, used to be an annual return covering a period of 
twelve months, was not published last year at the usual time. It 
was not until December, 1882, that the return of that year was 
ordered to be printed, and late in the last session the return of the 
present year was published. These two returns, covering each a 
period of nine months only, or eighteen months in all, up to the 
last day of February, 1882, are now before us. In future, the 
returns are to be annual, and will comprise a period extending from 
the Ist of March in each year to the last day of February in the 
next year. Suitors’ balances in the hands of the Paymaster con- 
tinue to increase. In the year ending the 31st of August, 1880, 
the cash and securities added together amounted to £75,108,838, 
besides securities to a large amount expressed in foreign currencies ; 
in the nine months ending the 1st of June, 1881, the cash and 
securities had increased to £75,817,761, and the foreign currency 
securities to a small extent, and in the nine months ending the 
28th of February, 1883, the cash and securities amounted to 
£77,269,101, besides the securities expressed in foreign currencies. 
The securities held for suitors by the Paymaster have in the last 
ten years largely increased in number, and the list of these securi- 
ties, which gives the description of each, and which ten years ago 
occupied three short columns of the return, now takes up ten 
columns and comprises 459 different descriptions of securities. 
Although the cash on the books amounts to nearly five millions, the 
Paymaster finds that a cash balance of less than three-quarters of a 
million is sufficient to meet his current payments, the balance being 
placed in the hands of the National Debt Commissioners. The funds in 
court, as shown by the books, stand to 35,861 accounts. The report of 
the Controller and Auditor-General appended to the two returns under 
notice shows that the Audit Office staff is utterly inadequate to 
perform the work of thoroughly examining the vast transactions 
with_the funds of suitors, and that, pending the time when the new 
rules for the Chancery Pay Office shall be brought into operation, 
these accounts have been only partially examined. 








On Saturday last, Mr, Stroud, late 2 solicitor in Cheltenham, who last 

inquished his business in order to enter at Lincoln’s-inn, was 
ted with a handsome waluut-wood library inkstand, subscribed for 
about 1,000 of the working classes of Cheltenham, and an address signed 
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DAMAGES FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT 
TO SELL OR LEASE. 


Tne question of liability in damages for breach of contract to 
sell or lease land is practically restricted to cases in which 
vendors and lessors fail to perform their contracts by reason of 
defective titles ; because specific performance can, in most cases, be 
obtained when the title is good. When we consider the grounds 
upon which a demand for damages for breach of the contract could 


disappointment felt by a purchaser who had set his heart upon 
getting hold of some place in which he has a personal interest ; and 
(2) the loss of possible gain which might have been made by means 
of subsequent dealings with the land. Though the former feeling 
has had great weight with courts of equity in inducing them to 
compel vendors specifically to perform their contracts when able so 
to do, and has been in this respect extended to contracts for the 
sale of specific chattels having a unique interest or value, it has 
always been thought too shadowy a matter to bring to the numerical 
estimation of damages. The claim set up in practice has always 
been grounded upon the loss of gain which might have accrued by 
subsequent dealings; and the law upon this point for a long time 
showed considerable signs of uncertainty. It might appear, ona 
close investigation, that the settlement of doubtful points which 
was effected by the modern case of Bain v. Fothergill ( 23 W. R. 
261, L. R.7 H. L. 158), affirming the principle of /lureau y. 
Thornhill (2 W. Bl. 1078), is less complete than some persons have 
supposed. 

A good deal of confusion has attended the development of the 
questions of law in dispute. The principle laid down by Flureay 
v. Thornhill may be summed up as follows :—When a vendor has 
acted in good faith, and under circumstances which allow him 
reasonably to suppose, until strict investigation proves the contrary, 
that he has a good title, a purchaser from him, who fails to get the 
purchase completed by reason of defects in the vendor’s title, will 
be allowed no damages on account of the loss of his bargain ; that 
is to say, on account of the gain which he might or would have 
made if the purchase had been completed. He would generally 
recover actual expenses paid out of pocket, such as deposits, and 
the costs of investigating the defective title; but nothing further. 
This does not appear set out at length in the judgments in that 
case, which are briefly noted rather than reported; but it appears 
clearly from the statement of the facts that the case cannot be 
cited to prove anything further than the proposition above stated. 
It seems, from the judgment of Mr. Justice Blackstone, that no 
compensation would be allowed, even for loss (if any) accruing by 
reason of the purchaser having sold out stock for the purpose of 
completing his purchase. 

But it is evident that this proposition says nothing at all about 
cases in which the vendor has mot acted in good faith, or has mot 
had any reasonable belief that he could make a good title; or in 
which he has even known that he could not, and has put the 
property up for sale ‘‘on speculation.” In Hopkins vy. Graze. 
brook (6 B. & C. 31), this distinction was taken; and in effect it 
was held that, where the above-mentioned circumstances of good 
faith, reasonable expectation, &c., are not all present, the purchaser 
may recover substantial damages for the loss of his bargain. 
It is a rather curious fact that, though the courts have always 
carefully guarded against being supposed to overrule Flureau Vv. 
Thornhill, a sort of impression seems to have prevailed that it must 
be at least very difficult to escape doing so when following Hopkins 
v. Grazebrook. 

This impression is due to the fact that the grounds which we 
have above alleged as forming the ratio decidendi of Hopkins v. 
Grazebrook are not so much to be derived from the circumstances 
of the case as from the expressed opinions of the judges; whereas, 
as above mentioned, the lesson of Flureau v. Lhornhill is to be 
read rather in the facts, than in the stated opinions, which last can 
hardly be said to have been reported. And it might plausibly be 
contended, and has actually been said by high authority, that the 
facts in Hopkins vy. Grazebrook do not differ essentially from those 
in Flureau vy. Thornhill ; whence has been drawn the inference 
that the two cases are opposed—a confused appeal to an opposi- 
tion between facts on the one side, and articulate opinions on the 
other. And accordingly the decisive case of Bain v. Futhergill, 
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which has undoubtedly affirmed the proposition which we have 
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above extracted from Flureau v. Thornhill, and has probably over- 
ruled the proposition which we have above extracted from Hopkins 
y. Grazebrook, exhibits throughout the most curious game of cross- 
ses. Almost everybody came to the same conclusion; but 
Bara anybody agreed upon the grounds on which they arrived at 
it. If we include the opinion of Sir G. Jessel, then at the bar and 
counsel for the plaintiff, we find the following set of propositions 
bandied about passim :—(1) Flureau y. Thornhill is wrong, and 
-Hopkins v. Grazebrook is right; (2) Flureau v. Thornhill is 
right, but so alsq is Hopkins y. Grazebrook, which is quite differ- 
ent; (3) Flureau v. Thornhill is right ; and, therefore, Hopkins vy. 
Grazebrook, which is just the same, must be wrong; (4) when I 
say that Hopkins v. Grazebrook is wrong, I only mean that its 
facts do not essentially differ from those of Flureau v. Thornhill ; 
5) Hopkins v. Grazebrook is not only wrong, by reason that the 
ndges in that case erroneously thought the facts different from those 
in Flureau v. Thornhill ; but itis also wrong in principle ; and it is 
not the fact that damages can ever be recovered by the purchaser, 
merely for breach of the contract by reason of a defect in title, no 
matter how mendacious or wanton the conduct of the vendor may 
have been. We think it probable that this last proposition, which was 
expressed in the most deliberate terms by Lord Chelmsford (L. R. 7 H. 
L., at p. 207) will be the practical result of Boin v. Fothergill. But 
the statement of the grounds upon which the case seems to have been 
decided, and which was concurred in by Lord Hatherley—namely, 
that the notorious uncertainty of English titles gives a ‘sort of 
“constructive notice ” to the purchaser that he must not count too 
confidently on ‘getting his purchase—would be not at all incon- 
sistent with applying the principle of Hopkins v. Grazebrook 
against vendors who, at the time when they entered into the con- 
tract, neither had, nor expected ever to have, any title at all. 

The question as between lessors and lessees has attracted very 
little attention ; which is chiefly due to the fact that, except in 
the case of building leases, a lease is comparatively seldom taken— 
though an absolute purchase is often made—in the hope of making 
a profit by means of subsequent sales and dealings. There does not 
seem to be any solid ground for distinguishing the principles appli- 
cable to lessors and lessees from those applicable to vendors and 
purchasers. In the case of Hyam v. Terry (supra, vol. 25, p. 371) 
it was expressly decided by the Court of Appeal that the case of 
Bain v. Fothergill applies in cases where the contract is to grant a 
lease de novo; and, since the last-mentioned case seems to have 
overruled Hopkins v. Grazebrook, it would appear that an intend- 
ing lessee can in no case get damages in respect of the loss of his 
bargain, in an action for the breach of a contract to grant a lease. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE-MARKS, 

46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57.—An Act 10 AMEND AND CONSOLIDATE THE 
Law petatine To Parents ror Inventions, Reeistration oF 
Destans, and oF Trape-Marxs, 

(Continued from p. 737.) 

Tue fourth part of the Act contains twenty sections, all of which 
relate exclusively to the subject of trade-marks, and the fifth, or 
general, part also contains some provisions which are confined to 
the same branch of the subject-matter of this Act. Some of these 
sections are incorporated from the rules which have hitherto been 
in force, but there are several which are entirely new. 

Section 62 is now made more elastic, by permitting the form of 
application prescribed by the Act to he varied from time to time. 
Section 64 is properly modified so as to admit of the registration of 
a single fancy word as a trade-mark. This section reproduces, with 
some additions, the old 10th section of the Act of 1875, which has 
hitherto regulated registrable trade-marks, and, as the new section 
originally stood, it authorized the registration of ‘fancy words.” 
If this had so remained, it would, no doubt, have had to be con- 
strued in the same way in which Vice-Chancellor Hall construed 
the permission to register letters—viz., that two or more might be 


istered, but not one. Of course the more common practice 
ml espe Ay ney words ne use one ey: : i 
on 66 is quite new, and pro when a \- 
ing to be the proprietor of several ett which, while re- 


in respect of (a.) the statement of the goods for which they are 
respectively used or proposed to be used; or (b.) statements of 
numbers ; or (c.) statements of price; or (d.) statements of quality ; 
or (e.) statements of names of places, seeks to register such trade- 
marks, they may be registered as a series in one registration. And 
it is also provided that a series of trade-marks shall be assignable 
and transmissible only as a whole, but that for all other p 

each of the trade-marks composing a series shall be treated as 
registered separately. This is a very useful section, and will meet 
a difficulty which has been much felt in foreign trading. A foreign 
country admits to registration and appropriation there only such 
English marks as are registered here. If trade-marks are registered 
here in a series in accordance with the suggestion of the Court of 
Appeal in the early case of Re Barrows, the registrar refuses to 
give a certificate of registration to the individual marks composing 
the series, with the result of depriving their owners of their regis- 
tration abroad. The consequence has been that no stone has been 
left unturned to disregard that decision, and obtain the registra- 
tion individually of marks which ought to be registered in a series, 
so that the register has been unnecessarily crowded, and so much 
prominence has been given to the immaterial details which distin- 
guish the one mark from the other that they have been made to 
appear to be really essential. The section might perhaps haye 
been better if it hud simply provided that marks differing in any 
non-essential respects (without attempting to ify them), while 
agreeing in essential particulars, should be regi as @ series. 

The 67th section is also new, and deals with another question 
which has often formed a subject of complaint against the 
working of the previous Acts—viz., the question of registration in 
colour. Hitherto, registration in colour Tee been refused, except 
in cases of registration by deposit, which has been applied to mar’ 
used in the cotton classes, and to some few other exceptional 
marks only. It is now enacted that a trade-mark may be regis- 
tered in any colour, and that such registration shall (subject to the 
provisions of the Act) confer on the registered owner the exclusive 
right to use the same in that or any other colour. In cases of 
registration in colour, under the existing practice, it has been 
decided that the colour is part of the registered mark, so that it 
might well be that two almost identical marks might be registered 
in respect of the same goods because yes differed in colour. 
When there has been registration in black and white, the class has 
been blocked to similar marks in any colour. Now, it seems that 
the rule in registration questions will more precisely conform to 
the rule in questions of infringement—viz., that whatever the 
colours of the rival marks — the question will be, Is the one, 
as a whole, and looking at it from every point of view, likely to be 
mistaken for the other ? 

Another new section is section 74, which permits the registra- 
tion of devices, words, &c., common HS i ae Pg a i 
trade-marks, subject to a provision e applicant for entry 
any such common particular or particulars must disclaim in hj 
application any right to the exclusive use of the same, a cop 
the disclaimer to be entered on the register. This places now 
statutory footing the practice which has, for some years past, 
followed, of allowing traders who have used a composite 
consisting in part of special characteristics, and in part of 
teristics common to the trade, the choice of either submitting 
have the latter struck out of the mark, or else entering 
register a note of disclaimer, admitting that no exclusive 
claimed in the common characteristic, There seems te be a 
the wording of the section which defines the additions to 
which may be registered as “‘ any distinetive device,” &e., “ 
the same 1s common to the trade in the goods with respect to whi 
the application is made.” It is obvious that a mark cannot 
once distinctive and common to the trade ; as soon as it becomes the 
latter, it ceases to be the former, and the only way of i 
the clear intention of the section seems to be to disregard the word 
“ distinctive” as having found its way into the section by mistake. 
The section goes on to nar the rule hitherto promul 
only by the Commissioners of Patents, and recognized by some 
judges, which has been known as ‘the three-mark * which 
excepts old marks from being considered common te 9 hel 
they have not been publicly used by more than three persons on 

e or @ similar apa pt This was, no doubt, a 
utary, and even necessary principle ; but it has up to the present 
time depended entirely on a commissioners’ rule, which might quite 
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possibly have been pronounced ultra vires, and on the decisions of 
certain judges of first instance, which might conceivably have been 
upset on some future occasion by the Court of Appeal. This part 
of the section should, it appears to us, have been framed in the same 
way as the old rule—viz., in the negative—so as to lay down that 
an old mark should not be considered common which had not been 
publicly used by more than three firms. As it is, the rule is stated 
in the affirmative—viz., that an old mark is, for the purpose of the 
section, to be deemed common if it was used by more than three, so 
that it seems to assert that, for the purposes of the section, an old 
mark is common, if three traders publicly used it, however fraudu- 
lent such user may have been, and however unknown to the true 
owner. This can hardly be held to be the true meaning of the 
section, but the possibility should have been excluded. 

The long section 81, relating to the Cutlers’ Company of 
Sheffield, has been altered in some respects, of which the principal 
appear to be the giving an applicant for a Sheffield mark, to whose 
application objection has been made by the comptroller, a right of 
appeal to the court, and the saving the rights of widows of holders 
of Sheffield marks under the company’s Acts. This section con- 
cludes the trade-marks part of the Act. The Act, asamended, now 
contaims the provisions which, in our comments on the Bill as it 
origimally stood, we pointed out were required, much to its im- 
provement. We are informed that this result is principally due to 
Mr. John Cutler, of Lincoln’s-inn, who drafted the new clauses, 
and succeeded im obtaining their acceptance by Mr. Chamberlain 

Proceeding to the fifth part of the Act, it may be pointed out 
that section 86 is new, authorizing a refusal to grant a patent or 
register a design or trade-mark, of which the use would be contrary 
to law or morality. This, toa great measure, renders unnecessary 
section 73, restricting the registration of trade-marks in certain 
eases. Section 87 now contains a provision giving the rights of an 
owner to the registered proprietor for the time being of a patent, 
design, or trade-mark, with a saving of equities. Section 91 (c.) 
suthorizes the comptroller to cancel the whole or part of a regis- 
tered trade-mark. This comes from the Trade-Mark 


: : registered trade-mark in any non- 
particular. The comptroller is to be served with notice, 
and to be entitled to appear. By section 94, which is also new, 
the comptroller is not to exercise a discretionary power adversely to 
an applicant without giving him an opportunity of being heard. 
Apparently by some oversight, the clause in the Bill which gave 
power to the Board of Trade to make rules contained no provision 
for such rules, when made, being laid before Parliament. This is 


now corrected im clause 101, which also provides for annulment of | 


rules by resolution of either House. The comptroller’s annual 
report is to be made before the Ist of June, instead of the Ist of 

will render it possible for the report to be 
before the prorogation of Parliament. The 103rd 
relates to international arrangements for protection 
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exclusive right to sell 2 particular thing, whether 
mengey toy epbed Beedinngy Ap. be 
WS upon commerce, of 
baying and sdlling, wheseas the claite to registration hetecdo must 
dvs ut aflext the power of ing and selling, but will ex- 
lade some particular symbol from those under which the manufacture 

and sale may be carried on. However, untrue representations 
respect to amy of these things are now forbidden, and there can, 
A course, be uo justification Lor assertions which must be known to 
One of the Causes in the Bill which ovoned the most hostile 
Comment, was which to ibit the unauthorized use 
this provision now forms section 
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in its advisability. Section 107 extends toe Scotland the genen] | 
principle that patent cases are as a rule to be tried by a judg 
with assessors, but without a jury; and section 108 directs that 
offences under the Act declared to be punishable on summary con. 
viction are, in Scotland, to be prosecuted in the sheriff's court. The 
Isle of Man forms the subject of section 112, by which provision 
is made for the punishment in the island of misdemeanors under 
the Act, and offences which in England would be punishable o 

conviction. Then in the 117th and last section some 
new definitions are added, of ‘‘ British possessions,” ‘‘ Legislature,” 
and “‘ summary conviction.” 

The form of letters patent set out in the first schedule follows 
the principle adopted throughout the Act, of excluding all mention 
of the Channel Islands, though this was otherwise under the Act 
of 1852, now repealed. It seems unfortunate that these depen. 
dencies should be entirely excluded from the benefits of so valuable 
a statute. The second schedule, which states the fees payable in 
respect of patents, is now modified in favour of the patentee, not 
by diminishing the total amount originally fixed, but by rendering 
it possible to split up the payments of £50 and £100 into pay- 
ments of £10, £15, and £20 annually, so that a patentee has not 
to find such large sums at one time, and is, moreover, offered the 
opportunity of discontinuing his exclusive privileges, even after 
the first seven years, at the cost of somewhat less than the entir 
sum payable for the fourteen years’ patent. 

We have now gone through the principal amendments which 
have been introduced into the original measure. They were, with 
but few exceptions, suggested as advisable in our former review af 
the Bill, and no one can well doubt that they will be found to be 
improvements. The most noticeable changes are the addition of 
the section giving validity to patents, even against the Crown ; the 
| addition of the several trade-mark sections to which we have drawn 
| attention, and the alteration in the payment of patent fees. The 
| statute, as a whole, will go far to satisfy the requirements of the 
| commercial public, and though there may still be differences of 
opinion on some points—e.g., on the question whether it would 
not have been better to vest in an able and independent body of 
commissioners the various powers now intrusted to the Board of 
Trade, the Privy Council, and the law officers—there can be m 
difference of opinion as to the generally beneficial tendency of the 
measure. 











REVIEWS. 


TBE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
Awsatyricat Inpex ro tHe Baxxervurrcy Act, 1883, wirh Memorampa 
sHOWING THE GenxuRat Errecr or THe CHANGES IN THE Law MADE 81 
tue Acr. By Josep Seymour Satamay, Solicitor. Stevens & Sons. 


| That this index is very fall may be gathered from the fact that it 
| occupies, on the same sized paper as the Queen’s Printer's copy of the 
| Act, exactly the same number of pages as the Act. It gives references 
| to the sections and sub-sections of the Act, and is prefaced by the Board 
of Trade memorandum. It will, undoubtedly, be found a useful addition 
to the Act, but there are many respects in which it needs revision. Thus 
there is no heading “ Distress for Rent,” while there are headings suchas 
“Post” and “ Postmaster-G 1” which are of no practical utility. 
There is also a curious mistake under the heading “ Copyhold Property.” 
The first sub-head says that the “ trustee need not be admitted,” while the 
second sub-head says, “trustee appointed to be admitted accordingly.” 
Of course, what is meant is that “any appointee of the trustee shall be 
admitted.” 














CORRESPONDENCE, 


TO CORRESPONDENTS. 
Diocizs.—Inquiry will be made. 


| §. 8. T.—There can be no question. 


: 





P an appointment made to the office of Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Ireland, the Queen has approved of the great seal being placed is 
commission, and the following commissioners have been nominated :— 
The Hon. Sir Kdward Sullivan, Master of the Rolls; the 
Hon. Palles, Lord Chief Baron; and the Right Hon. 
Robert Barry, Lord Justice of Appeal. 
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OBITUARY. 


MR. JOSEPH FAVIERE E ELRINGTON, LL.D., Q. c. 


Mr. Joseph Faviere Elrington, LL.D., Q.C., recorder of Londonderry, 
died at Monkstown, near Dublin, on the 9th inst., aftera long illness. Mr. 
Elrington was born in 1824. He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, 
where he graduated B.A. in 1846, and LL.D. in 1857, and he was called to 
the bar in Ireland in 1847. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1868, and 
for several years he had a good leading business. He became a bencher of 
the King’s Inn in 1875, and he was appointed recorder of the city of 
Dublin in 1877, in which post he displayed judicial capacities of a very 
high order. Ii the following year he was ap gg pe county court judge 
fur Londonderry, and ected of the city of Londonderry, and he held 
those offices until his death. 





MR. ROBERT DUGDALE MARSHFIELD. 


Mr. Robert Dugdale Marshfield, solicitor (of the firm of Marshfield & 
Hutchings), of Wareham and Swanage, died at Wareham about a fortnight 
ago. Mr. Marshfield was admitted a solicitor in 1830, and he had practised 
for about half a century at Wareham, and he had also a branch office at 
Swanage. He was a perpetual commissioner for Dorsetshire, and had a 
large private business. Mr. Robert Coleman Hutchings had been for 
some years associated in partnership with him. Mr. Marshfield was the 
oldest member of the legal profession at Wareham, where he was very 
highly respected by all classes. 





MR. RICHARD WILLIAM SHERWOOD. 


Mr. Richard William Sherwood, solicitor, died recently at Welling- 
borough, aged seventy-two. Mr. Sherwood was born in -181l. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1833, and he practised for nearly fifty years at 
Wellingborough. He was a perpetual commissioner for Northampton- 
shire, and he had a large private practice. He retired from business a few 
months ago on account of failing health. Mr. Sherwood took an active 
part in local business. He was for along time churchwarden of St. Luke’s 
parish and vice-chairman of the Wellingborough School Board. He was 
also a director of the Wellingborough Corn Exchange Company. Mr. 
Sherwood was buried at the Wellingborough Cemetery on the 11th inst. 





MR. WILLIAM MARTIN HAZARD. 


Mr. William Martin Hazard, solicitor, died at Harleston on the 7th inst. 
Mr. Hazard was born in 1828. He was admitted a solicitor in 1849, and 
he had ever since carried on business at Harleston, where his practice was 
very extensive. He was clerk to the county magistrates and the Com- 
missioners of Taxes, and a perpetual commissioner for the counties of 
Norfolk and Suffolk. He was also treasurer of the Harleston Savings 
Bank, and local agent at Harleston for Gurney & Co.’s Bank. He 
was a liberal supporter of all charitable and religious movements in the 
neighbourhood, and he gave the site for St. John’s Church, to the fabric of 
which he was the principal contributor. Mr. Hazard was buried at 
Redenhall on the 11th inst. The county magistrates have agreed to a 
vote of condolence with the widow of the deceased. The Suffolk Chronicle 
says of Mr. Hazard: ‘‘ He was deservedly held in the highest esteem and 

by his friends, his numerous clients, and his professional 
brethren. His clearness of intellect and quickness in appreciating the 
material points of any matter which came before were remark- 
able. He was a man of admirable physique, and has been removed from 
footin’ us when still in the prime of life. He has left behind him many 

roofs of the great interest he took in all matters connected with 
pe wales of his native place. pe a8 ~hearted and generous he was ever 
ready to supply any want that might be felt, and he gave not niggardly, 
but with unsparing hand, applying his wealth in a way that will 
associate his name with the benefactors of Harleston.”’ 


ever 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Watrse Tuck, solicitor, town n clerk of the Lowen gs of Southwold, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Southwold Burial Board. 


Mr. Groncr Carrick, solicitor (of the firm of Welchman & Carrick), of 
Wisbeach and Upwell, has been appointed Clerk to the Wisbeach Board 
of Guardians, Assessment Committee, School Attendance Committee, and 
Rural Sanitary Authority, in succession to Mr. James Duppa Collins, 
resigned, Mr. Carrick was admitted a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr. Josern Henry Fanmar, solicitor, of Nottingham, has been elected 
Town Clerk of the Borough of Bootle. Mr. Farmer has been for some 
time deputy town clerk of the borough of Nottingham. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1880. 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP, 


ee Jonnston, Epmunp Grorar Harrison, and Wrintram Hawnry 
Tuxopore Tynpatz Powsit (Johnston, es & Powell), eS 5, 
SP aiding, Gray’s-inn. Sept. 11. E.G, Harrison and W 
T, owell will continue the business her the same title. 
[@avette, Sept. 14.) 
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LEGAL NEWS. 


Mr. Justice Denman and Mr. Justice Field will be the judges who will 
attend at the ensuing autumn assizes on the Northern Circuit. 


A meeting of county court judges was held on the 13th inst., at the 
Birmingham County Court, for the purpose of considering the working of 
the new Bankruptcy Act. ‘Mr. Motteram, Q.C., judge of the Birmingham 
County Court, was voted to the chair. The meeting discussed the 
visions of the ‘Act, and expressed general —aene of them. They felt, 
however, that the effective working of the measure would almost entirely 
depend on the rules which are about to be drawn = by the Lord Chan. 
cellor and the President of the Board of Lage The judges expressed 
their willingness to give the Lord Chancellor and Mr. Chamberlain every 
assistance in their power in framing the rules, and a resolution was 
to present an address to the Lord Chancello r, calling his attention to the 
importance of allowing the county court judges as a body to see the 
of the proposed rules before they were finally settled. A second 
tion was moved in relation to the salaries of the judges, but, after it 
been discussed, the question was adjourned for consideration at a 
meeting. A third resolution was proposed to the effect that the j 
should “have a definite rank, style, and precedence, and it was 
memorialize the Lord Chancellor on the subject. The chairman 
requested to forward the address to the Lord Chancellor. a the 
two resolutions which had A vote of thanks to Mr. 
Motteram for presiding brought the proceedings to a close. 


THe 
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COMPANIES. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


BIRMINGHAM NEWSPAPER PUBLISHING COMP. , LIMITED. i ~*~ 
up, presented Sept 4, directed to he hee Ghee eee % 
ook 2 Smith and Eldridge, Great James st, Bedford row, solicitors 
petitioners 
Ciry anpD District Bank oF Lonpox, Luwrrep.—By made by Pearson, 
J., dated Sept 5, it was ordered that the bank be wound up. Millerand Vernon, 
Moo ite st, solicitors for the petitioner 
HorsE SHOE MANUFACTURING CoMPANY, LiawrTen.—By an ordermade 
J., dated Sept 5, it was ordered that ae ees eee of the 
be continued. Heri — — Clement’s lane. solicitors for the petitioner 
LLANSAMLET SMELTING —Petition fur winding up, presented 
Sept 12, directed to be heard before Pearson. J. on Sept 26. Flux and Lead- 
bitter, ‘Leadenhall st, solicitors for the 
~~ v Ligaen oad Company, Luowrrep. on are on or before 
ct 15, to sen eir names and addresses, and pa’ 
claims, to Mr Ernest Cooper, 


continu: eritage and Co, Clement’s lane, solicitors for the petitioner 


Gazette, Sept. 14. 
Paris SKATING Rink Company, Lamrep.—Petition for } 


Sept 17, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Nera Lime 
st, solicitors for the petitioners 
( Gasetie, Sept. 18.) 
Sapumarans ¢ Or enn 
Ducuy Minine Company, Loarrep- Se iasnien dor oo Sept rf, 
a ~ be ny & oe ei Vice-Warden, at the Law Ins : 
e, on Saturday, atl See. equa Smell and George 
st, Mansion House, « saticitors the petitioners 3 
[ Gasetie, Sept. 24] 


CounTY PaLaTIne OF LANCASTER. 
LOMITED IX 


< CHANCERY. 

HIGHBRAKE SPINNING AND ALasuractuazse Comraxy, Loerrep.—Petition for 
winding up presented oa opt 1. defore ~ oar 
Bristowe, at Nhe Cre H 
Grundy and Co, agents for Nowell, 


Frrenpiy Socrerres Drssonven. 
Semeewans Lopes Frrenpty Socrery, Hussey Arms, Brownhills, Stafford. 


Sept 
WinbWs AND ORPHANS’ HANS’ Funp oF Covrt SaVERNAKR ees Fee, (ee Gam 


oF Fonssrans, Royal Oak Inn, High st, Mariborough, Wits, Sepe 10 4) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 23 22 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY oF CLAIM, 
Bancrort, WILraM, South Shields, Foreman Quarryman. Oct & Rennokisan, 
South ‘hiotds 


per ee ey Tomas, Bingham, Nottingham, Baker, Oot 98 Goodall and Brown, 
ERE AA Ee, Alte LAtenpenl, Basten Brean Novi, Rowe and Oa, Liver. 
by Tomas, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Nov 1. Rowe and Og, 
curcinermn, Ruimanernt, Sherewill, Devon, Oct & Chanter and Og, Bare. 


| BBR fteaceatear, os Dawiey int. Victoria pls Bubiisher “Get 28 Dewkde, Svein 













746 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL, 






Sept. 22, 1883. 





——. 





Fisx, GzorcE, Over Darwen, Lancaster. Oct 15. Sutcliffe, Over Darwen 

Foorrrr, ie FaLxincuam, Croydon, Surrey, Surgeon. Oct 6. Foottit, 
pxcwark on 
Bosespe, — Huddersfield, Ccal Merchant. Sept 30. Brook and Co, 

uddersfie! 

GEORGE, Harrret, Clewer, Berks. Oct 2. Long and Co, Windsor 

GODDARD, Sarai. Sarau, Marple, C Chester. Sept24. Grundey, . Beast 

GRACE, Wim, Phare vee York. Oct 22. Langhorne, Wakefield 

Warn Sora, Shouldham st, cidonicgye Oct 1. Lane, Kenninghall, 


SF yy and Co, Preston 
s Partlett, Bath 


7, Settle 
canal Nov 15. Ban- 


— be = 





I 

KircHINer, THOMAS, 

Lea oe. BAnSAu, Longpreston, York. Oct 6 6. Hartle 

Sir Jonn BELL Writ14M, Wrotham Heath, 

ister, John st, Bedford row 

MorRELL, HENRY, Doncaster, York, Grocer. Oct 13. caster 

MUGGLETON, , Bassingbo urn, Balsham, Gamteiiee, Don 1. Ellison 
and Co, Cambridge 

Nortu, Horace AUGUSTINE, Buckingham Palace rd, Gent. Oct 10. Bowlings 
and Essex st, Strand 


Prest, Ven. Epwarp, Ryton, Durham, Archdeacon of Durham, Oct 1. Har- 
greaves and Joblin, 
Caries GEorGzE, Trinder rd, Crouch hill, Compositor. Nov 1. 


HALLARD, 

Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Smairn, AUGUSTUs, <Saaiere, Essex, Baptist’ Minister. Oct 1. Dallimore, 
Grosvenor st, Camberwell 
— Roser, Wool, Dorset, Fruiterer. Oct 6. Filliter and Son, Ware- 


bg ge ete + eee Cliftonyille, Northampton, Oct 20. Hensman and 

Wauree THOMAS vie, Epsom, Surrey, Esq. Oct 15. Horn, Berkeley st, 

Was, JOHN Forest, Runcorn, Chester, Tailor. Oct 1. Barrell and Co, 
Verpoo. 


Li 
(Gazette, Sept. 7.) 








RECENT SALES, 

At the Stock and Share Auction and Advance Company’s (Limited) sale 
held at their sale-room, 58, Lombard-street, E.C., on the 20th inst., the 
following were among the prices obtained :—Civil Service and General 
Store, £1 fully paid, 16s. 9d.; Cheque Bank, £10 shares, £5 paid, 35s. ; 
London and Provincial Electric Lighting and Power Generating, 10s. ; 
The United Horse Shoe and Nail, &.; Tregontrees and Old Polgooth 
Consols, 1s. ; Victoria Dwellings Association, £2 5s.; Jablochkoff Electric 
= ed and Power, 27s. 6d; and other miscellaneous securities fetched 

ir prices. 








SALE OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


<7 %.—Mr. MaTTHEw Watson, at the Bell Inn, Burnley, Freehold and Copy- 
old Estates, Advowsons, and Minerals (see advertisement, Sept. 15, p. 4.) 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Bexcre —Sept. 13, at Bentham, West Derby, Lancashire, the wife of Albert 
Bencke, barrister-at-law, of a son. ia 4 - 
BEavcHsmr. ad yA ——e near Worcester, the wife cf Arthur James 
Eraxe Sept. 11, at aa yh Bedford-row, the wife of John Evans, solici-. 
a son. 
.—Ang. 2, at Ada Villa, Darjeeling, Bengal, the wife of tuart 
Kave—Sept. seat law, ot ate ee acs 
Ez. 4, at Hol t 4 
er rege fa daughter. eee 6S. ¥- Ba 
SETox. at The Roost, Woodford, the wife of Matthew Seton, barrister- 
Slim erin the wife of 
: eva Sept. Edward F. Studd, barrister- 
RIAGES. 
GazvEY—ATEINsSON.—Sept. eat Ballina, Joh William Frederick Gary . - 
tor, to Mary Aun Lowther (Minna), daughter of late Robert pi 


Sengeae Majer AD. 
6, at Chester, Edward Lioyd, B.A., barrister- 
Redcliff, Chester. 


ard Honoratus 
daughter of Sir Thomas Gibbons Frost, of 
DEATH. 
E1118. —Bept. 13 at 197, Maida-vale, W., William Robert Ellis, M.A., barrister- 


at-law, = a a 
at _Carrigkbrennan, Monkstown, county Dublin, Joseph 

Fariere Viington, LED. Q., Recorder of 

Heagrn—Gont, 3, at Caltotts, Harieston, N Sorta, ‘Williaa Martin Hasard, 


 , cied 7, at Wellingborough, Richard William Sherwood, solicitor, 











LONDON GAZETTES. 


Pamir, Boye ti, 108. 
Under the 1869. 
Creditors inust forward their me of to the Registrar. 

0 

7 Beast, Fantias ences, New Cross, Music Printer Pet Sept 12. 
W. 
peat, Beaseters rd, sg Bridge, Lithograyhic Stone 
To der in the t 

Dee. Pomde, Et Albans, Hertiord, Hat Manutycturer. Pet Bepts, Bdwards. 
Hihoey, Wi Wii, Crmvencr Cottage, Lrentior’, Ioouuouge: Pet Boyt 1. 
Gaastes, bestoy, Léconsed Victuatier. Pet Rept 12. Weller, Deroy, Bert 


wes. 
ee Sogn voce Ball, Grocer, Pet Beyt 10. Bollit 


Kingston upon 








Mercer, + peed Gosport, Hants, Builder. Pet Sept 12. Renny. Portsmouth, 
Oct 17 at 2 
Guyer, Salomon, Manchester, Grocer. Pet Sept 12. Hulton. Salford, Sept 95 


Tatham, Wier, Rye, Sussex, Tailor. Pet Sept 11, Stone. Tunbridge Wells, 


7 Mary, Ardwick, Manchester. Pet Sept 10. Lister. Manchester, Sept 
be 2. 
TUESDAY, Sept. 18, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Burbiten. sone i Ive. my, Gnooeanstcge rd, South Hackney, of no occupation, Pet 
ct 2 a 
oust’ Ai Altred Tonks: Haymarket, Wine Merchant. Pet Sept 12. Hazlitt, Oct9 
at 11.30 
Ss Cuthbert Edward, St Ives, Huntingdon, Solicitor. Pet Sept 15. Hazlitt, 
t 2 
Jacobs, obs, Frederick, Artillery bldgs, Westminster, Dealer in Horses. Pet Sept 15, 


Mag or, er Abort Cannon st. Pet Sept13. Hazlitt. Oct4at11 * 
Smith, Jalland, Bishopsgate st Within. Pet Aug 3. rage. 6 
linine William, Gutter lane, Cheapside, Button and Trimming 
Wyat aE Bept 13. Hazlitt, ge 5 at 11.30 


To Surrender in the Country, 
Fazer, James, Brighton, Butcher. Pet Sept 11. Holman. Brighton, Sept 27 at 
— y, Bieaed, Mexborough, York, Draper. Pet Sept 10, Wake. Sheffield, 


om wilt, Tom Gill, Kirkheaton, York, Farmer, PetSept15. Bottomley. Hudders- 
e 


Oct 1 at 11 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frmay, Sept. 14, 1883. 
ae. bake Coleshill st, Eaton a. Brewer. ontt 13 
Copa mil, Palmerston bidgs, Old Broad st. Beps 0 
Ro 1 ts, a ohn Robert, London rd, Surrey, Potato Salesman, Sept 10 


Oct 5 at 12 
arehouseman, 


dub Proprictor. Be 
Chinery, Lesley, Grafton st, Club Proprie ners ‘1s 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Sept 14, 1883, 
Alderson, Arthrr, Consett, Durham, Grocer. Sept 27 at 11 at office of Harle 
and Co, Side, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Bailie, Joseph, Princes ok 4 a out of oe Oct 4 at4 at office of 


* ears ex. ‘Sept 2 at y Dye ry f Sit d Dickinson, 
at 2 at office o: an ce 
Exchange West, Bristol 7 


Bamford, George, and John William Bamford, Huddersfield 
Openers. a bch 11 at office of Ramsden and Co, Wes fe, Hudderafeld 
Barr, Andrew 


. York, Woollen Draper. Sept 25 at 3 a ofhiee of Turner 
Hewson, Park sq, 


, Leeds 
Baumfield, Jane Nott Rom, Dewy Oct 2 at 11,80 at office of Heath, St 
Peter’s tng A NG iS atti mix 
— William Altra, Ulchos fotee, Sussex, Fishmonger. Oct 2 at 3 at office of 


Janman, East 
Bees, and’ W ackson, Bristol, Wine and Roiris Me 
ae 9 at 12 at sy A Come Hotel, Holborn, Clifton and Carter, 
— James, Hebburn om Que, Deshean, Grocer. Sept 26 at 1 at office of Wawn 


Smith, 
Biakeley, John Birstall, York, Machine Maker. Oct 2 at 11 at Law 
4 


Bond st, ton ara Harker, Birstall 
B obn, Boston See Kee, Sees oner. Sept 27 at 3 at office of Weston and 
wi 
Broad, Charles a, Water lane, Gt Tower st, Wine Merchant. Oct 2 at 2at 
office of Foster, Birchin 
Brooke, ke, Henry; Clecl Cleckheaton, Grocer. Sept 27 at 3 at Royal Hotel, Cleckheaton. 


—— ren Willies Woot Bromwich, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, Sept 28 at 
11.20 af office of Sheldon, High st, Wednes 


bury. 

Cc ; rix 
areerignt hire riag Bam yaad Flaxman rd, Brixton, Clerk, Sept 28 at 1at 
Chapman, ‘William 1 res, Notting hill, Baker. Sept 27 at 2 at office of 
Clarke, Les "Fenton, Btatford, Beer Retailer, Sept 25 at 11 at office of Ashmall, 
Ciibbets, Richard. Bristol, Commercial Traveller. Oct 8 at 2 at office of Buck- 
Coates, James, Joiner. Sept 27 at 12 at office of Calvert and 
Fowler, Huntriss row, 
5 — penny , Worcester, Grocer. Sept 27 at 11 at office of Tree, High 
Dearnaly, William Hi: Painter. 27 at 11 at office of W: 
lindo Meer Sages ab et eas a ae 
Dewhurst, Ro Piitheros, Lemcaster, Cotton Spinner. Sept 28 at 3 at office of 

and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Elis, John Dixon, Biswiall, nr Leeds, Tailor, Sept 28 at 11 at office of Lake and 

Martin, Suffolk, Farmer. Oct 2at 2 at offloe 


Aros Sept 27 at 12 at office of Polnton, 


Barrow in Furness, Lancaster, Auctioneer. t 24 at 11 at 
ciyan Teniperance Hotd, Palkia an Lemon to Tumen” Pmakeay, 


Proprietress, Sept 2% at 8 at office 
nea Wath Victualler” Sept 26at 19 at office 
Bia Bir Fee, aamnater, Deeper, Kept 27 at 8 at office of Wall, Clarence 
sae Chesterton, Cambridge, Rope Maker, Sept 26 at 3 at office ot 

kton on eos on Tees, Durham, Gardener, Sept 26 at 3 at 

Northampton, Grocer, Bept 28 at 8 at Angel 

nghs 4 Victualler, Sept 97 at 11 wb offlee of Rhode 
tovle, Durhem, Joiner. Bept 24 at 8 at office of Stanford, 


castle upon Tyne 
) Trent, ous of business, Kept 26at 11 at Albion Hotel, 
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and Robert Thom 
facturers. Oct 1 at 12at1, Newhall st, 


Doras aot Stafford. Oil and Grease Manu- 
irmingham., Johnson and Co, Bir- 


Ger, William, To 
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of business. Sept 28 at 12 at office of Tho: Felton, John Charles, City rd, St jaws Bogineer, Oot at 
Victualler. Sept 28 at 11 at office of Allen ry pishs Gute Sinan Ghai — Mo ie : . a 


ronsamers ann, Tenethien aad 
Baker. Oot 243 od olbitie et itbeniiek Waeinakals 


St Stephen’s chbrs, Telographce 3 st, Seg 
ttenham, 


"Alamitters Thomas Patrick, and William Edward Leig 
utacturers. Sept 27 at 3 at Grand Hotel, Goines: a, B Price, 


ite a enry William, St James’s st, Piccadilly, Tobacconist. Sept 24 at 3at 270, 
Holborn. Leslie, Brook st, over 
Peter Walker, and Francis Lowe, Salfo: rd, Painters, Sept 22 at 11 at office 


wet onnor, King st, Manchester 
McKinley. Thomas, Aldermanbury, Umbrella Menu, Oct 3 at 3 at 39, 
Meakin. a, Sone wank houme "Cok Sarit oe ¢ Angel Hotel, Mac- 
ecote, nr ‘arm honey at 11 a’ 
clesfield. Redfern, Leek 


Morgan, John, Abergavenny, Grocer. Sept 29 at 10 at office of Gardner, Aber- 


Merle = emma Hitchin, Manchester, Silk Merchant. Oct 2 at 3 at office of Mar- 
shall,’ Cla: Clarence bldgs, Booth st, Manchester 
Panter, William, Luton, 
Roberts, Park st West Luton 
n. Nathaniel, ia r Ince, nr Wiest, Lancaster, Coal Merchant. Oct 
Sat 5 ro ‘office of Heald, Market pena athe’ 
Contractor. Sept 25 at 12at 2, Water st, Pembroke 
ee Brown PavkeekeD Dock 


Price. Thomas. Ystrady yfodwe, Semnoreem. Music Seller. Sept 27 at 2.30 at office 
lo a en Market os Pontypridd 
Tobacconist. Sept 29 at 12 at Masons’ Hall 


armou 
oe A, Blelloch, 
Renaud, John, aed Edward John Renaud, Dudley, Worcester, Glass Manufac- 
0 ae Oct 3 at 12 at office of — and Co, ‘olmore row, Birming ‘ham 
ser mops Joseph Wade, Albany rd, Old Kent rd, Undertaker. Sept 24 at 2 at 
0! f Chinery and Co, Fenchurch st 
Sloan, Joseph, Bicester, Oxford, Boot Dealer. Sept 25 at 3 at Crown Hotel, 
Bicester. Lindse y. Bicester 
Steer, Ebenezer, ‘Maidstone, Jam Manufacturer. Oct 6 at 11 at Cannon st Hotel, 
Cannon st. Srennin Maidstone 
Such, Henry Yori dmonton, Beer Retailer. Sept 22 at 2.30 at office of Han- | 
son, Kin; at Cheng side. teen SG Cheapside 
Swallow, enite He — Middlesex, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 9 at 8 = ae of Robe n, South Gray’s inn 
burne, Thomas Wilson, Filey, nr Scarb eornem Innkeeper. Sept 27 at 2 at 
Grapes Inn, King st, Filey. Smith, Thirs 
Ta; ay | aco re Sap dgware rd, Pickogrephee. Sept 21 at 12 at office of 
Taylor —— Samson, » Deleon Jone. Gestnes, Builder. Oct 1 at 3 at office of 
7" oi, 
rd, Camborne Cornwall, Sasoee. | Sept 21 at 12.30 at Commercial 
enby; Sanborn in lieu of place place 
er Hamilton, Helston, Fes Chemist, Sept 28 at 3.30 at office of 
on ter, Pismon uth. Rookerand Co, Plymow 
Adolphus Edward, Derby, Chemist. Oct 3 at 3 at office of Moody, 


Corn Marke et. ‘, 
1... |, 2 Fish Dealer. Sept 28 at 1 at office of Northgraves, 


Whiteside, Ri 
Brazennose “y Cen chester 
Whitmarsh, Frederic Adolphus, Tgeter, Merchant. Sept 27 at 11 at office of 
Wills, Paul st, Exeter. Huggins, Exete 
ames, Sutton-under-. Brailes, Glomeester, Termes. Sept 27 at 10.30 at 
Hotel, Brailes. Kilby and Mace, Chipping g Norto: 
» Hadderstee d ; Gontectioner. pt 27 at 3 x office of Ramsden 
udde 
mn, Ol idham, lll Joiner, Sept 26 at 12 at office of Fripp, 


ert, Dorvew-in- Eamon, Auctioneer. Sept 24 at 12 at Trevelyan 
Nene dy Barrow-in-Fu Pinckney, w-in-Furness 
Woods Soseph Nott pepam, Lace Maker. Oct 2 at 3at Assembly Rooms, Not- 


titi 
was: William, Botteat: ie dale Leicester, Grocer. Sept 25 at 12 at Poultry Hotel, 


Nottingham. opkins, 
Wright, uel, Ban of onl Grocer. Sept 29 at 11 at office of Roose and 
Co, North John st, Sekpont. Owen, Bangor 


, Grocer. Sept 26 at 3 at office of Ewen and 














ee. Sut. %, 1883. 
Abrahams, + a ch st, I ed Victualler. Sept 26 at 3 at 
office of Wells felis Honth & sq, Gra . im 
apebeates, ter, Skirt Manufacturer, Oct 4 at $ at office of Entwisle, 
Police st, Ce 


ha Vi ctoria Park r§ South Backes, Ds Tawa Manufacturer. 
8 
pt 27 at 4 at Bull Hotel, High st, 


Dt ane at a gto iam, vote of Geaussent, B 
odland, Kent, irene 
Hage ay Hn Hackney, Tailor, Oct 2 at 11 at office of Hatchett 


mn, Birmingham, Watch 
irmingham. Grego: 


ry, Wallace Charles, Gascony avenue, West papocted, Builder. Sept 27 
at 3 3 at ‘office of ees and Ravenhill, Chancery lan 
Hunt, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Aerated Water: Manufacturer. Oct 3 at 11 
at office of Chesshyre, Regent st, Cheltenham 
Jackson, om Kirby Moorside, York, Chemist. Oct1at 1 at North Eastern 
Hotel, Y Harrison, Kirby Moorside 
James, Charles Bernard, Queen Victoria st, Print Seller. Oct 1 at3 at office of 
Jones, Bucklersbury 
Johnson, Richard, Gilatherns rd, Hammersmith, Builder. Sept 26 at 2 at Inns 


of Court Hotel, Holborn. , South sq, Gray’s-inn 
Jones, Thomas, a. Slate r. Oct 2at3 at office of Buller and Co, 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 


Littlewood, John, William Henry Littlewood, and Thomas Eades, Tipton, Staf- 
ford, out of business. Oct 1 at11 at office of Shakespeare, 51, Church st, Old- 


bury 

Mayer, George Woolliscroft, Hanley, Stafford, Butcher. Sept 17 at 11 at Sea 
Lion Inn, High st. Hales, 

Moore, David, 


wlish, Devon, Boot Maker, Oct 1 at 12 at Rougemont Hotel, 

Exeter. Tozerand Whidborne, Teignmouth 

Mumford, Thomas, Walthamstow, Essex, Butcher. Oct $ at 2 at office of Kilsby, 

College hill, Cannon st 

Murray, Jose; core. Spennymoor, Durham, Innkeeper. Oct 1 at 3 at office of Maw, 
ae ‘ket pl, Bishop Auckland 





arry, Alfred James, Shepherdess walk, City rd, Hosier. Oct 8 at 3 at office of 
Pee and Co, Cheapside. Kebbell. Ca ct, Tower hill 
Pattenden, Walter Philip, and John Hurles, Hatton gdn, Merchants. Oct 9 at2 
a Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Coburn and Young, Leadenhall st 
e, George. Manchester, Chartered Accountant. ‘Sept 2s at 3 at office of Jones, 
Kennedy st, Manchester 
enry Robert, and Sarah Eliza Pearson, Bristol, Milliners. Sept 27 at 12 
| at office of , Bi st, Bristol 
| Peet, Samuel, Bun ury, nr Tarporley, Ghates, Groeer. Sept 2 atii at office of 
Brasse , Eastgate row North, Cheste: 
ay rm Tze, oe Siusinghnss, Painter. ” Sept 28 at 3 at office of Fallows, Cherry 
a Chain, Ba Bishopsgate st Without, Hosier. Oct 3 at 3 at office of Phelpsand 
| Gresham st 
Rigpin, James iain, York, Butcher. Oct 2at iat offices of Wilkinson, 
elen’s sq, York 
Sadler, Edmund, Barnet, Coach Builder. Sept 27 at 3 at office of Crawley, Old 
Mark Pag > Pen Barnet. Wells, Paternoster row 
Sankey, William Edmund, Oldbury, Worcester, out of business. Oct 2 at 11 at 
office of Shakes: seprate, Cw Church st, Old 
Saunion, Henri le, Mark lane, Corn Merchant. Oct 11 at 2 at office of Cooper 
siald nn ~~ be mad Hotter: 8 Butche “tea at Compasses Inn, 
eldon, Thomas, Hanchure! rT. il 
Nelson sa. roscoe under _— James, Newcastle 
Siddens, Ri Callcutt, and Henry Siddens, S oe Merehants. 
us Sati at 79, Darlington st, Wolverhampton. Th 
Smith, William, Walsall, Stafford, Confectioner. Oct1 at 11 at office of Evans, 
Bank chbrs, the Bri Walsall 
ieee, Cariton, Astley, orcester, Shopkeeper. Sept 28 at 3 at office af Couch- 
‘0, Swan st, Kidderminster 
Stephens, 3 Je aha Stratford on Avon, Baker. Oct 1 at 8 at Faleon Hotel, Chapel st, 
rd on Avon. it, Birmin 
ce shelteld Sheffield, Auctioneer. Sept 2$at 3 at office of Mellor, Queen 
st, e. 
ewart, William, Sunderland, Provision Dealer. Oct 1.at1 at office of Fairclough, 
‘Foyle st, Sunderland erpool, Painter, Oct office of Harris, Harring- 
er! ames, Liv . ter. 2at li at ce 
= st, Liverpool 
Tranter, Isaac Rogers, South Stockton, York, Ironmonger. Sept 26 at 11 at office 
of Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington - 
Walgesighs, George Frederick, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Sept 38 at 3 at office 


of Parr, Colmore row, Birmi 
We Frederick Luther, ten 2, Cre Sine Merchant. Qet 2 at Sat 
ote ay Se Masons’ avenue. Fowler, Borough High st, Seuth- 


Woodward, Geo William, Henslowe rd, rd, Peckham Rye, Grocer. 
wen 5 i 2 ‘at office of Watson and Wheatley, Gj Lewlemball 5 atu ia 
n, Charles W: im, Northampton, Shoemaker. “ at office 
Shoosmith, Newland, Northampton 




















aes 
it 
M Carter, John, Leeds, hn, Leads, Ammonia Manufacturer. Oct 1 at 10,90 at office of Child, CONTENTS, 
Crabb, , Burlington Acton, Builder, Sept 27 at 1 at office 
of Jackson ‘church st. CURRENT TOPICS .......- essences: Th! LEGAL APPOINTMENTS cece cecessans BOS 
, John ete Grocer. Sept 29 at 12 at office of Batchelor and Daxygns vee Pears or ConTRact | ieee See we ea ge eases seegatenses is 
er, , Sent LEASE s* * (Sees e ee FO  reelantienntcgnnenny oat 
Dunn, William Mauriog , Reading, Undertaker’s Assistant. Oct 2 at 11 at Upper LEGISLATION OF THB WRAR .... - seve: TOS) 6 or" aposssenacens tT. 
mae pote, Beating REVIEWS .. ces ssececeeseesesenerseace Pid] I Gammrens, 85, Bacccesso Tas 
sonia, Motta Ash, Glamorgan, Grocer, Oct 1 at 12 at office of CORRESPONDENCE «...ccscccescccceees TH 
0e, OBITUARY o0o0cces conccecescoccscscnce BOB 
— ae 
SCHWEITZER'S eu meneame A EDE AND SON, 
Anti. or Chocolate 
Guaranteod Fire Holnbe Cocoe of te the Finest "Quatity, HEWETSON, THEXTON, _& PEART, RR MAKERS 
1 OXCOBS MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
aigeetiite beverage for Tronkteaty Lumohecn, oF | 200 aig, and 204 TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
, and ‘nvaluatte Invalides and dren,” Ratim got Deciges abut ou & for entirely Fur | BY SPECIAL APPOLYTMENT, 
thont plone other ed ixture, it suits maha 3. REPAIRS.— | To H Renan the Lord Chancellor, the Whole ef 
star, @ jm: di & HO = al 
Sats ol of PAINTING, DRUORATING, ag ts hy 


hy aes limates, and is four ti 
coe rene cocoas os turenass gh i with 
, baviecs one IN REALITY CuRAPER than such Mixtures, 
oo n= Ay 4 boil ing wees, a ee 


ee 
yy fee Hietha at dl _ 
ap a. oa Ga, éd., se, by Chemists 
ag eno 
secur aLS 





by the Sole Proprietu® 
+» 40, Adamstrest, London ‘W.c 


Carved Furniture, productions from Ancient 
Ay me Fert, including Bedstead and 
Bed from £7 10a per 

THIRTY LARGE 32 SHOW ROOMS, 


Hewareon, Tyestow, & Pears, 
200, 208, ‘and Coarttggd, London, W. 


N.B.—Household Furniture Warehouse br Removed 
on reasonable terms 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTRRG’ AND QURBN'S COUNSRE'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, QRINERQIG BERET GON; 


BSTABLISHBD 108, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





a i tenes Re ER nna hemnsne atin rrintoritinesnimtet nl rire 
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The Worcester Brewery, Melting, t 
D in and nineteen pubie amd and Beer H ears tn 

orcester, ee the Goodwill of 

the Free and Private le. 

MES. MORTIMER JONES & 
v ERY ce Seagencted be See Froese & ihe 


yard, in the City of London, on WEDNESDA 

BER 17, 1883, the above "valuable DREWERY 
ESTATE. The Freehold Hom rty forms a 
Sa oe oe of buildings at Bar- 
bourne, in the City of Worcester, and includes a 
w eee) (fitted with a 16-quarter plant 
on the Tower principle), 40-quarter malting, excellent 
S, extensive ani 


L gn me stabling, cooperage, two 
dw houses, offices, &c. Nineteen Public and 
Beer Houses within a short radius of the Brew 
and of which seven are Freehold, will be includ 
in the and there are others outside Worcester 
which will at the option of the purchaser. The 
trade of the Brewery ex: 5,000 barrels per 
annum. A considerable trade in malt is also tran- 
sacted, and facilities exist for acquiring an addi- 
tional tied trade, or for extension amongst free 
houses and private families. The above affords an 
excellent opportunity for securing a desirable 
Brewery Estate in an important city con 
000 inhabitants at a moderate outlay of capital. 
iculars may be had of Mr. T. G. 7 Solici- 
tor, Worcester; Messrs. John Stal! 
tors, ; Mr. W. 





the Aucti: Nicholas 
oneers, 0) 
lane, London, E.C. 


THE RICHMOND BREWERY, RICHMOND, 
\ ESSRS. MORTIMER JONES . 





ia off-tic at Norwood Junction and Richmond 

vely, and a Beerhouse in Shoreditch. There 
isa trade attached to the Brewery, 
and to a moderate an excellent 


op ity 
of acquiring a concern well placed for doing an 
Pp ing 


Particulars and a of sale may be had of 
J. H. Grant, Esq., Ken- 
8.E.; or of the Auctioneers Nicholas House, 


12 and 13, Nicholas-lane, 
My A4bslace LAW DEFENVE UNION. 


ParRons. 
The ARCHBISHOP of CANTERBURY. 
The ARCHBISHOP of ARMAGH. 
Vice-PRESIDESTS. 
The EARL of SHAFTESBURY, KG. 
The Right Rev. the LORD BISHOP of LINCOLN. 
The LORD COLERIDGE, Chief Justice of England. 


CHalzMaN OF COMMITTEES. 
The Right Hon. A J. B. BERESFORD-HOPE, M.P 





Sir 
WALTER FARQUHAR, Bart * 
King-street, St. James's, S.W. * 


Sir CHARLES MILIS, Bart., M.P., Camel 
House, Oxford-street, W. ree 


BawxkeErs. 
Mesers. HERRIES, FARQUHAR, & CO., 16, St. 
James's-street, 8.W. 


Mesers. GLYN, MILLS, & CO., Lombard-street, E.C 

3. MURRAY, Esq . Charing. 

- : 2, Cockspur-street, he 
cross, London S.W. 





ACCIDENTS !—64, CORNHILL. 
NO MAN IS SAFE FROM ACCIDENTS. 
WISE MEN INSURE AGAINST THEIR COST! 
ACCIDENTS BY LAND OR WATER 
ESSUEED AGAINST EY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS ASSURANCE COMPANT, 


PAID-UP CAPITAL AND RESERVE, £25, 
MODERATE PREMIUMS. a 
Exons sliowed w Insurers after Five Years. 


£1,840,000 
BAS BEES PAID AS COMPENSATION. 
Apply to the Clerks st the Railway Stations, the 


Or 8, GRAND HOTEL CHARING CROSS 
oat tee Hass Gone. oe CORNELL LOMSOR : 
Wun J. Visx, Secretary. 


PUBLIC DEBT OF NEW ZEALAND, 


CONVERSION of further portions of the Debt 
of the Colony into 4 PER OENT. 
CONSOLIDATED STOCK. 


THE GOVERNOR AND CoMPANY of -y BANK OF 
ENGLAND sive notice that, on behalf of the its 
appointed by the Governor of New Zealand in 
Council, under the New Zealand Consolidated Stock 
pas 1877 -— endment Act, 1881 (Sir Francis 

Dillon C.M.G., and Sir Penrose Goodchild 
ine Toma. CB), they are authorized to 
i Holders of Debentures of the followin issues, 

ich formed part of the Public’ Debt 

of of the Color car Bh to the 30th September, 1880, to 

bring in th: is for Conversion into 4 Per Cent. 

Consolidatei Stock, inscri at the Bank of England, 

with interest mn hy pee de on ist May and 1st 

November. 

Applications for Conversion will be received at the 

CASHIER’S OFFICE, BANK OF ENGLAND, up to 

noon on Friday, the 30th day of November next, and 

the Conversion of the ted Debentures will 
be made on the terms follo is to sa; poy = 

I. £6,000,000 Four-and-half per Sent 5/30 De ntures 
(1904—1905) ae =e rate of £103 of Stock for every 
hundred pounds in Debentures. 

II. £1,250,000 Five per Cent. 5/30 Debentures (1906) 
at ve rate of oe i0s. of Stock for every hundred 
pounds 

IIT. £1,832,000 Dibeleanes issued under the New 

land Treasury Bills Acts, 1879 and 1880, at the 
rate of ——— of Stock for every one hundred pounds 
in 

The Coupon for the current half-year on Deben- 
tures which may be sent in for Conversion will be 
paid in full, and holders will receive interest at 4 per 
on the amount of Stock, 


thus, eye on the 5/30 Debentures (1904—1905) will 
be paid at 4} per cent. up to the ist February, 1884: 
thet 0 cn the 5/30 Debentures (1906) will be paid at 5 
per cent. up to the 15th Jam , 1884; and that on 
the Debentures issued under the Acts =. 1879 and 

1880, at 5 per cent. a to the ist January, 1 
The Stock will be inscribed on or after b veep ist May, 
with the 4 per 
% reated and issued, 
and, as in the case of that Stock, will be repayable at 
par on the ist November, 1929. 
e Debentures—from which the current half- 
should be detached—must be left at 
clear days for verification. Holders 
will receive in exchange Scrip Certificates with a 
-_ m attached for interest for the broken period to 
y, 1884: these Certificates must be surrendered 

5 ba the Stock is inscri 

ae e kept at the Bank of Eng- 
and transfers are made: 


usual fee) take out Stock Certificates to eee with 
Coupons attached, which Certificates y be re- 
inscribed into Stock at pee — of the holdes. 

The Bank will transmit dend Warrants through 
the Post if desired. 


ee Certificates are free of 
B tne Ant 40 & 41 Vict. c. 59, the Revenues of the 


be direct or indirectly lia 
of of the Stock or of the Dividends thereon, or 


rang matter relating there on the printed forms, 
wbplics be obtained at the Chief Cashier’s Office, 
Bank of ph Messrs. er, cae, & 


iy 


may be seen. 
Baxx oF ENGLAND, 20th September, 1883. 


LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND. 
Founded 1838. 

















ORTHERN ASSU be ort CE COMPANY, 


Established 1836, 
FIRE Nig LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD 
Lonrpon: eS E.C. ABERpxEn: 3, 


noone Sen FUNDS (1882) 


Fire Premiums... ... se £460,100 

Life Premiums . wee «-. 181,500 

Interest... eee eee ose ove 1 
Accumulated Funds | oo. 





OMMEROCIAL UNION ASSURANOE 
COMPANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE. 
Capital mal ey subscribed .. +» £2,500,000 

250,000 


Cs Fy 
piaeae in 1 Trust: for Life Policy- a 
holders ex cccccccesbecee 
Total Annual Premium Income exceeds . 
Curr Orricxs: 19 anp 20, CORNAILL, ionvon’ 0 
West Eyp Orricr: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 


LONDON a net te by authority) and 
LONDON DVERTISEMENT 
pia Ba No. “uy, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 


| ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
thirty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma 
notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued support.— 
N.B. One copy of advertisement onl, mg and the 
strictest care and promptitude ass Official stamped 
forms for advertisement and file of ‘‘ London Gacctts” 
kept. By appointment. 















BY AUTHORITY, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1880; 


Every requisite under the pony ak neat supplied on the 
shortest noti: 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
use, 
MEMORANDA and ocoaicw ge a yd beta 


speedily printed in the OE 

distribution, SHARE Oo PRTTFIC, FICATES, z ALD devigned 
&c., engraved and printed. OFFIC 

and executed. No Charge for ieaden. 


Solicitors’ Accouat Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner 
of Serjeante’ -inn). 
Asati nay tedaaneindamenuaaieed 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER 


LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1&2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, E.C, 


Lao Copying and Gngrossing, 
Deeds and Writings and cop tho Pee 
chargse. A good Discoun allowed ihe Towa! eae 
LAW PRINTING. 
OT AVITO. cosh OF DEFENCE, —_ 


CLAIM AND 
AVITS, and other PLEADING, Printed at ls. per 
DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &., Pr rined 











pate tg 
ABSTRACTS, BRIEF PEsTTIOND, DRAFTS, 
MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, L ithographed 
at reduced 


prices. 

PLA UILD- 
TASS Qn ST AREB gt es oe Dae 
with accuracy and dispatch. 
PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS 

Samples and Catalogues sent poxt-free. 
AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITES 
AND SOLICITORS, 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PEN PENS, 
continually made 








